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DSCUSSION:  The cunplovient-based nmipeatl visa petlion was denied by the Director,
California Service Centar, and i3 now before the Asspciale Commissioner for Cxaminalioms on
appenl. The appeal will be dismissed,

The petiticner seeks classification as an empluyment-based immigrant pursuant to scction
203(bK1)(A) of the mmigrativn and Nadonality Act (the Act), 8 1750 11530 1AL as an alien
of extraordinary ability in the setences. The direelor determined the petitioner had not estahlished
the sustained national or intemational acclaim necessary w qualify for classification as an alien of
extraordinary ability,

Om appeal, counsel for (he potitioner merely stated:  “T believe that there has been an error of
law i miking the decision to deny the applicant. A brief will be snbomioed within 30 days
gnumerating the errors in reaching the decision in this marter. ”

Counsel daled the appeal May 25, 2001, As of this dalc, more than rwelve months lawr, the
AALT has received nothing further. As statcd in 8 C.F.R. 103.3(a)(13(v), an appeal shall b
surnmmanily dismissed it the party concerned fails to wdentify specifically any etroneous conclusion
of law or statement of fact for the appxal,

‘The petitioner has not specifically addvessed the reasons scated (or dendal and has not provided
any additional cyidence. The appeal must therefore be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appedl is disoissad,



